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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554 POLICY & PLANNING

BRANCH ROOM 5202

15 MAR 1993

I{N REPLY REFER TO:

7330-7/1700A3

DOCKEFFLECOPY DUPHEATE-
Honorable Chet Edwards RECE‘VED

Member, House of Representatives

710 University Tower “AR 2 4 ‘”3

700 S. University Parks Drive

Waco, Texas 76706 COMMISSION
FEDER (;QM)N!CAT\NS
QFFIGE OF THE SECRETARY

Dear Congressman Edwards:

This is in reply to your letter of February 23, 1993, in which you inquired on

behalf of your constituent, Max A. Blose, regarding the Notice of Proposed
. Ryle Making (Notice) in PR Nocket No. 92-235 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice

land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituent is specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (R/C) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on R/C operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and R/C hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituent’s concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Your constituent’s
letter will be included in the record of the proceeding. We expect final
rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,
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Ms. Linda Townsend Solheim
Director, Legislative Affairs
Federal Communications Commission
Room 808

1919 M Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms. Solheim:

The enclosed inquiry by Max A. Blose is forwarded to your office
for consideration.

It would be most helpful if you would review this matter and
provide me with your position in order that I may respond to the
inquiry.
You may direct your reply to the following address:

Congressman Chet Edwards

710 University Tower

700 S. University Parks Drive

Waco, TX 76706

Attn: Myrtle Thompson
Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

CAct

Chet Edwards
Member of Congress
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The Honorable Chet Edwards

11th Congressional District

206 Federal Building

Waco, Texas 76706 . February 14, 1993

Dear Mr. Chet Edwards:

The Federal Communications Commission is proposing a Rule making,
Docket 92-235, which I am deeply concerned with my business as well
as a Hobby/Sport that I have been involved in since 1948 being
Minature Aircraft. Six years ago I was laid off from my Jjob at
Marathon Battery Co. Since I was over 50 years old I was over
qualified fcor any job, so I started my own business in Nickel
Cadmium Battery service and repair. 70% of my business has evolved
from Radio Control Minature Aircraft, of which this docket will
virtually destroy. 1 have been flying Radio Control Minature
Aircraft since 1959 and have seen the development of a very good
hobby/sport of which is being enjoyed by a very large number of
people that are retired and not playing golf or other activities of
that nature.

My Son and I are active competitors in local, and National contests
with Radio Control Minature Aircraft. We own 10 pieces of radio
equipment worth over § 400. each that will be worthless if this
frequency assignment is adopted.I have been President of the Heart
of Texas Minature Aircraft Club, Inc. 9 times and Have edited and
published that newsletter for 20 years. I am presently a Associate
Vice President of Academy of Model Aerocnautics, which governs the
rule making of the sport. I realize that the lobby going for the
adoption is great, but all we are asking for is the small spectrum
that we have been using since we were not able to use the Citizen
band frequencies and were given the 72 mHz frequencies.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as other businesss but I am just trying to make a living and enjoy
my hobby. The hobby provides may hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people 1like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the aviation industry as well as RPV.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime, as well
as my business by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals
for the 72 MHz band.

-Sincerely,
Max A. Blose (817) 662-5587

1001 N. Betsy, Waco, TX 76706



